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Further description of the Elkton Farm Firehole site is set forth below. This letter also notifies
MARVA of potential response activities at the Site, which MARV A may be asked to help
perform or pay for at a later date if EPA performs them.

Under CERCLA, the EPA is responsible for responding to the release or threat of release
of hazardous substances, pollutants or contaminants into the environment at privately owned
sites--that is, for stopping further contamination from occurring and for cleaning up or otherwise
addressing any contamination that has already occurred. EPA has documented that such a release
has occurred at the Site. EPA has spent public funds to investigate and control releases of
hazardous substances or potential releases of hazardous substances at the Site. Based on
information presently available to EPA, EPA has determined that MARV A may be responsible
under CERCLA for cleanup of the Site or costs EPA has incurred in cleaning up the Site.

THE ELKTON FARM FIREHOLE SITE

The Elkton Farm Firehole Site is located two miles northwest of Elkton, Maryland, south
of Zeitler Road. The Site comprises approximately 30 acres located in the northwest comer of
the “Little Elk Creek Area-Wide Cleanup Program Pilot Project” (description enclosed). During
World War II the property included in the Little Elk Creek One Area-Wide One Cleanup
Program Project was occupied by Triumph Explosives, Inc. (“Triumph™), a fireworks and
munitions manufacturing facility. During the war, the Triumph plant made, inter alia, 40 mm
shells and other munitions for the U.S. Army and/or Navy. During a four-month period bridging
1942 and 1943, the United States assumed direct control of the Triumph plant pursuant to an
executive order. Throughout Triumph’s operations, various wastes, including munitions residue,
were disposed of at a series of shallow pits, which is now designated as the Elkton Farm Firehole
Site. EPA has determined that an imminent and substantial endangerment to public health,
welfare, and the environment is presented by these Discarded Military Munitions (“DMM?”).

Over the past 50 years, the Elkton Farm Firehole Site has been farmed by
Mr. William Spry under a lease agreement with the property’s owner. For the past seven years,
the property has been owned by MARVA, Ltd. Throughout this time, Mr. Spry has cultivated
two or three different types of agricultural crops per year, including wheat and corm. Based on
observations made at the Site by EPA, as well as the Maryland Department of the Environment
and the United States Army Corps of Engineers, the tilling and dragging processes associated
with cultivating and harvesting crops appear to have scattered DMM at the surface throughout
the property.

The Elkton Farm Firehole Site is further described as “Unit 2" in the enclosed “Site Fact
Sheet Little Elk Creek.”
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Please give these matters immediate attention and consideration. If MARVA has any
questions regarding the foregoing, please contact Charles Fitzsimmons at the address above, or
Site Assessment Manager Lorie Baker at 215-814-3355, or MARV A may have its attorney
contact Senior Assistant Regional Counsel Charles B. Howland at 215-814-2645. Thank you for
your prompt attention to this matter.

Sincerely,
Karen Melvin, Associate Division Director

Office of Enforcement
Hazardous Site Cleanup Division

Enclosures  Little Elk Creek Area-Wide Cleanup Program Pilot Project
Site Fact Sheet Little Elk Creek

cc: Lorie Baker (3HS12)
Charles Fitzsimmons (3HS31)
Charles B. Howland (3RC44)
David Parrack, Esq.
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. Little EIk Creek Area-Wide One Cleanup Program
\__/ Pilot Project

az% Cecil County, Maryland
42!EGION ] (\

An underutilized industrial park located along the Little Elk Creek in Cecil County,
Maryland has been selected as an Area-Wide Pilot Project under U.S. EPA’s One Cleanup
Program and Land Revitalization initiatives. The Little Elk Creek Pilot Project is an unique
opportunity to address a widespread groundwater contamination problem stemming from
multiple industrial sources within a geographic area. The surrounding area is a growing
bedroom community for the cities of Philadelphia, Wilmington and Baltimore and development
of the area, particularly residential development, is being hindered by the occurrence of
groundwater contamination. The goal of the Little Elk Creek Pilot Project is to develop a
collaborative, cross-programmatic approach to address the groundwater contamination problem
and support development and reuse needs of the surrounding community.

Background

. The target area is the Triumph Industrial Park, which has both operating and closed
facilities, and other properties surrounding it. Historically, the area was first used as a
fireworks and munitions production facility supplying military ordnance for World War
II. Since closure of the munitions plant following the war, other manufacturing and
industrial users moved into the area. Dump sites and ordnance related materials have
been found in portions of the project area. Several facilities are performing
investigations and/or cleanups under EPA’s or the State’s Superfund and Resource
Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) cleanup programs. The U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers has identified portions of the target area as a Formerly Used Defense Site.

Groundwater investigations show widely distributed volatile organic contamination
throughout the pilot area.

The industrial park is strategically located along the I-95 corridor, but underutilized due
to unresolved contamination issues. The contamination is hampering the economic
development of the region. Unemployment in this area is high and reuse of this industrial
area would improve jobs opportunities for the community.

Properties surrounding the industrial areas are also sought for residential growth. Better




understanding of the groundwater contamination in the area is needed to assist residential
development efforts.

Project Partners

. EPA Region III
. U.S. Armmy Corps of Engineers

. National Oceanic & Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) Coastal Protection and
Restoration Division

. Maryland Department of Environment

. Cecil County Health Department, Environmental Health Division

. Cecil County Office of Planning, Zoning, Parks & Recreation

. Cecil County Office of Economic Development

. Town of Elkton Planning Office.

Project Goals

. Creating a collaborative working environment between state and federal cleanup
programs to address a widespread contamination problem affecting multiple properties.
Progress: Partnerships have been established at the federal, state and local levels.

. Synthesizing data analysis from different types of environmental studies and assessments
to establish common cleanup goals and standards for all sites in the area.

. Progress: Complete

. Investigating innovative approaches to address liability concerns across a multi-site area.

. Prioritizing cleanup activities to meet the community’s needs for reuse of the area.

. Establishing short and long term measures of success.

. Creating a webpage to showcase progress.

Progress: Complete

Key Activities

. A planning meeting between EPA and MDE project managers to identify goals and
objectives, measures of success, activities and needed resources was held on January 28,
2004.

. Develop an action plan with short term and long term objectives for the pilot project by
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March 31, 2004.

. Analyze data from site investigations to identify cross contamination issues and to
develop understanding of the overall groundwater contamination problem facing the

geographic area.

. Engage the local community in the cleanup and redevelopment process to assure that
community needs are met. Identify community groups, including development and
industrial interests, and solicit their input into the goals of the project and the action plan.

. Investigate development opportunities for the area and identify ways to foster reuse for

the community.

For Movre Information, Contact:

Kristeen Gaffney

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Philadelphia, PA

215-814-2092
gaffney.kristeen@epa,gov

Jim Carroll

Maryland Department of Environment
Baltimore, MD

410-537-3459
kkalbacher@mde.state. md.us
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Property Description

The Elkton Farm site is located two miles northwest of Elkton, Maryland‘near the intersection of
Routes 40 and 279.

Propérty History

Throughout most of its history, the Elkton Farm site has — -
. . An underutilized industriol park locared afong the Litdle Fik
been used as a livestock farm with much of the Crock in Cecil Connty, Mardund has been selecied as
1 1 1 1 Avea-Wide Pilor Project under U.S. EPA s One Cleanup
Surroul?dlng fields under cultivation. Tnumph Program and Land Revitalization initiatives. The goals of
EXplOSlVCS, Incorporated (TEI) purchased the Elkton ihe Litde Elk Creek Pilot Project is (o address o widespread
Farm property in the early 1940s. TEI used an area groundwater contamnination problem stemming from multiple
T .5 . industriol sources within a geographic area and supporr
known as the “Firehole” for the dlsposal of waste development and reuse needs of the surrounding community.

explosives materials generated by the operations at TEI.
TEI reportedly collected waste material from the manufacture of explosive ordinance and placed
it in drums. This accumulated waste was kept wetted with alcohol or ether to prevent
spontaneous combustion, and then carried to a shallow pit off Zeitler Road, spread thinly, and
allowed to burn. Plant personnel monitored the burn until the waste explosive was consumed.
Photographs in the TEI newsletter from the 1940s show the operation of the Firehole burn pit but
the exact location of the pits was unknown.

The current owners, the Herron Family/MARVA Ltd. Partnership, acquired the property in
1948. In the late 1950s and early 1960s, the Thiokol Corporation leased a one acre plot of the
property for a rocket motor cleaning and recovery area. In the early 1980s wastes from the
Galaxy Chemical plant were disposed and/or stored on the farm. The farm property is currently
leased to a commercial farming operation that rotates seasonal crops through the fields.

Environmental Investigations







reuse until an explosion led to the site’s abandonment.

In May and June of 2003, MDE performed a site investigation of this property under the
PA/SI Cooperative Agreement with EPA. Results of the investigation indicate explosive
compound in the surface and subsurface soils and perchlorate in the subsurface soils on
this site.

In July of 2005, ATK (formerly Morton Thiokol), conducted a voluntary removal of the
structures, both aboveground and belowground on this one acre parcel.

UNIT FOUR
Unit Four is a 55-acre parcel on the farm that was reportedly impacted by disposal on
adjacent lands or used in the past to store or dispose of waste organic solvents. A plume
of groundwater contamination had been documented immediately south of Unit 4 in the
GE Rail Car property and appeared to be coming from this property.

In June and July of 2003, MDE performed a site investigation of this property under the
PA/SI Cooperative Agreement with EPA. Results of the investigation indicate an impact
to groundwater in the vicinity of Unit 4; however, it does not appear that the
contamination is coming from Unit 4.

Contaminants

Clorinated solvents have been found in groundwater; Explosives, perchlorate, lead, mercury, and
PCBs have been detected in onsite surface and subsurface soils.

Cleanup and Next Steps

EPA has initiated a removal action at Units 2 and 3, the Firehole area. EPA has contracted the
US Armmy Corps of Engineers to perform the removal which will occur in two phases. The first
phase, which began in February 2006, will consist of removing the Munitions of Explosive
Concern (MEC) at the surface. The second phase will consist of excavating and removing the
MEC from the fireholes.

Lead Agency and Contacts

MDE is the lead agency and has requested EPA assistance to perform the removal action.




EPA Contact

Ms. Lorie Baker - 3HS12

US Environmental Protection Agency - Region III
1650 Arch Street

Philadelphia, PA 19103-2029

Phone: (215) 814-3355

Email: baker.lorie@epa.gov

State Contact

Mr. Arthur O’Connell

Maryland Department of the Environment
1800 Washington Blvd., Suite 645
Baltimore, MD 21230-1719

Phone: (410) 537-3400

Email: aoconnell@mde.state.md.us







Mon Feb 27 10:46:52 EST 2017
Pruitt.Scott@epamail.epa.gov

Fw: EPA Should Investigate PG&E
To: CMS.OEX@epamail.epa.gov

From: will rogers (b) (6)

Sent: Saturday, February 25, 2017 1:41 PM
To: Pruitt, Scott

Subject: EPA Should Investigate PG&E

Dear Mr. Pruitt,

| recently read several articles regarding the Democrats and even EPA Officials attacking you which is very hypocritical because they have been involved with some the stuff they
have been attacking you over like Conflicts of Interest, not enforcing regulations against companies linked to them and etc.

Is amazing they attack you over WOTUS because | have several examples in the past 15 years where they ignored and/or authored false / misleading reports regarding our
neighbor illegally discharging waste and ash in fields / locations that discharge into local drainage ditches with eventual drain into the Feather River, Sacramento River and San
Fransisco Bay.

| have reports, documents, witnesses, articles, videos and photographs that help prove it.

Most incidents the practices are not linked to big oil, gas and coal but to Green Energy and Organic Farming which is suppose to be reduce pollution and greenhouse gases to fight
Global Warming / Climate Change.

Your staff needs to do some research on the PG&E San Bruno Pipeline Explosions and Aftermath and all the people that died, injured and property damage and how PG&E lied to
regulators and investigators and bribed a judge closely linked to Gov. Brown and several former PG&E executives were / are on Gov. Brown's staff. You hear very little about it on
the mainstream / fake news media.

PG&E has given a lot of money to Gov. Brown and the Democrats and were actually involved in the death, injuries and property damage of hundreds of people but almost nothing is
said by the national fake news media about it but then they attack you and President Trump with Fake News.

Because of the San Bruno pipeline explosions, aftermath and public pressure PG&E had to repair several of their pipelines across the state including several in our area in 2014 and
2016 in which they conducted dewatering operation pumping water out of the ground because our water tables are so high which contradicts some of what DWR and other California
Water Agencies have been stating so they could put more restrictions and regulations on us.

It appears to use that PG&E submitted false / misleading documents claiming the water was going to be used as irrigation supply to farmland so they could get around local zoning
ordinances designed to protect farmers and farmland. If you closely examine the time of the year and other practices they were employing it becomes pretty obvious that the water
was not actually a irrigation supply but just a way to discharge and get rid of their waste water in which some appears to be contaminated.

Our neighbor and his family are very Conservatives and Republican like us but he witnessed and photographed what appears to be a PG&E facility leaking, spilling and discharging
into the local drainage ditch. He heard and witnessed at night activities which made him strongly suspect they were also discharging into the ditch at night and there was erosion in
the ditch which appears to be cause by direct pressure out of a 3 to 4 inch hose which is the size they were using at this location and other locations.

We submitted complaints to Sutter County, Sutter County Grand Jury, Regional Water Board and State Water SWRCB Special Investigation Unit which did a horrible job in
investigating and writing a report.

Sutter County did issue a violation to the property owner after | submitted a complaint with evidence so there was enough evidence that there was a discharge but then they
retracted it after SWRCB Investigated and wrote a report.

SWRCB gave PG&E time to clean up, conduct maintenance and repairs and add straw waddle to the facility before he even visited our area on April 15, 2016. When he did visit our
area April 15, 2016 he didn't even closely inspect the facility even though their was evidence of a leak, spill and discharge.

SWRCB failed to examine the logs / manifest and documents to conclude if more waste water came in than went out which could have helped prove if there was a discharge or not.

Then he gave PG&E time to completely remove the waste water and facility before he inspected the site so basically he allowed them to remove evidence and basically clean up the
crime scene.

PG&E, its contractors and Melvin Morris the owner of the property made contradicting and false / misleading statements which SWRCB failed to investigate further and failed to
provide evidence that the statements were false / misleading evidence.

Example: They are claiming the water in Rick's photos is from a storm event after approximately 2 weeks of dry weather which is obvious not true because according to Gov.
Brown. DWR, Regional Water Board and SWRCB we have been in an extreme drought for at least 2 years so storm water is not going to stay ponded or standing after
approximately 2 weeks during extreme drought conditions.

SWRCB made obviously false / misleading statements in the report which were obvious meant to discredit me.

At least 3 of the Regional Water Board Officials ( Brendan Kenny, Wendy Wyels and Pamela Creedon ) who worked on the PG&E NOI and approved it were very aware of the
owner Melvin Morris' long history with the Regional Boards, ignoring violations and violating regulations including illegally discharging waste at this very location.

I am not sure why it wasn't properly investigated and reported on but | suspect it may be because they facility / discharge should have never been approved on Morris Property
because of his long history including at this very location or because of PG&E close ties to Gov. Brown, his staff and other California Agencies.

EPA Region 9 have also been aware of problems at this location and with the owner illegally discharging waste at other location but largely ignored it.

If they really believe man-made Global Warming / Climate Change is real then why did they stage the discharge facility so far away from the wells and tanks so it had to be trucked
with trucks burning fossil fuels which they say are causing Global Warming / Climate Change ?

So basically what they have been accusing you of they have been doing themselves.

There is some major problems with the integrity of Cal/EPA, DWR, Regional Water Board and SWRCB because they don't have a problem with authoring false / misleading reports
and holding their employees accountable for authoring false / misleading reports.

This is in the Oroville Dam evacuation zone.
Will you please help ?

Sincerely- Will Rogers, Live Oak, Sutter County CA. Ph# (b) (6)







































POLYGRAPH REPORT

SUBJECT:  John Alan Brewer
DATE: October 7. 2014
LOCATION: Wooton Law Office
EXAMINER: E. Dean Capehart

On 10/7/14. the subject, John Alan Brewer, was interviewed and examined concerning the
possible improper handling of water samples at Appalachian Laboratories, Inc.. The subject was
informed of the nature of the examination and voluntarily agreed to the process. The subject
advised that last year he had been approached by the FBI and questioned concerning mine water
sampling. He was advised by his attorney, after being informed that the investigation could lead
to criminal charges, not to be interviewed. He stated he had heard nothing else of the matter
until a couple weeks ago when his attorney advised him the investigation was still ongoing. He
was informed that the investigation apparently surrounded his lab’s testing of mine water
samples, specifically the icing of samples, improper digestion of samples and dilution of
samples. The subject stated he was the Lab Manager and over saw the daily operation of the lab.
He did not personally observe all actions, collecting or testing, but would address any problems
which arose. He stated that to the best of his knowledge all field and lab workers were doing
collection and testing properly. When rumors about improper testing arose in the past, he
investigated but found no evidence to substantiate the rumors. He would emphasize the
importance of proper handling and testing, even to the point of putting up signs. The subject
specifically stated that he had never knowingly collected or tested a water sample improperiy nor
did he have any personal knowledge of a sample being collected or tested improperiy.

The subject was examined with the following relevant questions;

Did you ever collect or test a water sample improperly?(No)
Did you ever direct someone to collect or test a water sample improperly?(No)
Do you have any personal knowledge of a water sample being tested improperly?(No)

The questions were previewed with the subject prior to the examination. He understood that the
questions relating to testing and collecting of samples referred to the proper icing. digestion and
not improperly diluting the sample.

After careful review of the subject’s polygrams, no specific reactions were noted which would
indicate deception concerning the relevant issue. It is the opinion of this examiner that the
subject was truthful when stating he did not collect or test the samples improperly nor did he
direct any other person to do so.

This examiner was trained by an American Polygraph Assoc. accredited school in November of
1991. Since that time the examiner conducted examinations fpr the West Virginia State Police



until retirement in 2002. being assigned as a full time examiner for a period of 9 years.
Following retirement, the examiner has continued performing examinations in the private sector
and has been recognized as an expert witness in the West Virginia Circuit Court. The examiner
is a full member of the APA and is licensed with the State of West Virginia. The examination
was conducted according to accepted standards on an Axciton computerized polygraph
instrument utilizing current techniques.

Respectfully submitted. 7
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